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Abstract
In this paper, we study the computation of shortest paths within the geometric amoebot model,
a commonly used model for programmable matter. Shortest paths are essential for various tasks
and therefore have been heavily investigated in many different contexts. For example, in the
programmable matter context, which is the focus of this paper, Kostitsyna et al. have utilized
shortest path trees to transform one amoebot structure into another [DISC, 2023]. We consider the
reconfigurable circuit extension of the model where this amoebot structure is able to interconnect
amoebots by so-called circuits. These circuits permit the instantaneous transmission of simple
signals between connected amoebots.

We propose two distributed algorithms for the shortest path forest problem where, given a set of
k sources and a set of ℓ destinations, the amoebot structure has to compute a forest that connects
each destination to its closest source on a shortest path. For hole-free structures, the first algorithm
constructs a shortest path tree for a single source within O(log ℓ) rounds, and the second algorithm
a shortest path forest for an arbitrary number of sources within O(log n log2 k) rounds. The former
algorithm also provides an O(1) rounds solution for the single pair shortest path problem (SPSP) and
an O(log n) rounds solution for the single source shortest path problem (SSSP) since these problems
are special cases of the considered problem.
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1 Introduction

Programmable matter is matter that has the ability to change its physical properties in
a programmable fashion [29]. Many exciting applications have already been envisioned
for programmable matter such as self-healing structures [1] and minimal invasive surgery
[24], and shape-changing robots have already been prominent examples of the potentials of
programmable matter in many blockbuster movies.

In the amoebot model, the matter consists of simple particles called amoebots. In the
geometric variant of the model, the amoebots form a connected amoebot structure on the
infinite triangular grid, on which they move by expansions and contractions. However, since
information can only travel amoebot by amoebot, many problems come with a natural lower
bound of Ω(diam) where diam is the diameter of the structure.

For that reason, we consider the reconfigurable circuit extension to the amoebot model
where the amoebot structure is able to interconnect amoebots by so-called circuits. These
circuits permit the instantaneous transmission of simple signals between connected amoebots.
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The extension allows polylogarithmic solutions for various fundamental problems, e.g., leader
election [17], and spanning tree construction [26].

In this paper, we consider the shortest path forest problem where, given a set of sources
and a set of destinations, the amoebots have to find a shortest path from each destination
to the closest source. Shortest paths are a fundamental problem in both centralized and
distributed systems and have also a number of important applications in the amoebot model.

For example, consider shape formation. Many algorithms for the amoebot model utilize
a canonical shape, e.g., a line, as an intermediate structure [13, 23]. However, this is rather
inefficient if the target structure is already close to the initial structure. For such cases,
Kostitsyna et al. proposed an algorithm that utilizes shortest paths to move amoebots
through the structure to their target positions [20]. Another application for shortest paths is
energy distribution [11, 30]. The amoebots require energy to perform their movements that
can be provided by other amoebots, e.g., amoebots located at external energy sources. In
order to minimize energy loss, it is more efficient to transfer the energy via a shortest path.

1.1 Geometric Amoebot Model
The (geometric) amoebot model was proposed by Derakhshandeh et al. [12]. We will explain
the model to a level of detail that is sufficient to understand the results of this paper. For all
other (unused) features of the model, e.g., movements, we refer to [10, 12].

The model places a set of n anonymous finite state machines called amoebots on some
graph G = (V, E). Each amoebot occupies one node and every node is occupied by at
most one amoebot. Let the amoebot structure X ⊆ V be the set of nodes occupied by the
amoebots. By abuse of notation, we identify amoebots with their nodes. We assume that
GX = (X, EX) is connected, where GX = G|X is the graph induced by X. We call two
amoebots that occupy adjacent nodes in G neighbors and denote the neighborhood of an
amoebot u ∈ X by N(u).

In the geometric variant of the model, G is the infinite regular triangular grid graph
G∆ = (V∆, E∆) (see Figure 1a). We assume that X has no holes, i.e, GV∆\X is connected,
where GV∆\X = G∆|V∆\X is the graph induced by V∆ \ X. Furthermore, each amoebot has a
compass orientation (it defines one of its incident edges in G∆ as the northern direction) and
a chirality. We assume that all amoebots have the same compass orientation and chirality.
This is reasonable since Feldmann et al. [17] showed that all amoebots are able to quickly
come to an agreement within the considered extension (see Section 2.1). Our main focus will
be the geometric variant but we will also propose some primitives for tree structures.

1.2 Reconfigurable Circuit Extension
In the reconfigurable circuit extension [17], each edge between two neighboring amoebots
u and v is replaced by c edges called external links with endpoints called pins, for some
constant c ≥ 1 that is the same for all amoebots. For each of these links, one pin is owned
by u while the other pin is owned by v. In this paper, we assume that neighboring amoebots
have a common labeling of their incident external links.

Each amoebot u partitions its pin set PS(u) into a collection C(u) of pairwise disjoint
subsets such that the union equals the pin set, i.e., PS(u) =

⋃
C∈C(u) C. We call C(u) the pin

configuration of u and C ∈ C(u) a partition set of u. Let C =
⋃

u∈S C(u) be the collection
of all partition sets in the system. Two partition sets are connected iff there is at least one
external link between those sets. Let L be the set of all connections between the partition
sets in the system. Then, we call H = (C, L) the pin configuration of the system and any



A. Padalkin, and C. Scheideler 3

(a) Amoebot structure. (b) Reconfigurable circuit extension.

Figure 1 Amoebot Model. The left figure shows an amoebot structure. The nodes indicate
X. The red edges indicate EX . The arrows indicate the compass orientation and chirality of each
amoebot. The right figure shows an amoebot structure with c = 2 external links between adjacent
amoebots. The amoebots are shown in gray. The nodes on the boundary are the pins. The nodes
within the amoebots indicate the partition sets. An edge between a partition set PS and a pin p

implies p ∈ PS . Each color indicates another circuit. The figures were taken and modified from [17].

connected component C of H a circuit (see Figure 1b). Note that if each partition set of C
is a singleton, i.e., a set with exactly one element, then every circuit of H just connects two
neighboring amoebots. An amoebot is part of a circuit iff the circuit contains at least one of
its partition sets. A priori, an amoebot u may not know whether two of its partition sets
belong to the same circuit or not since initially it only knows C(u).

Each amoebot u can send a primitive signal (a beep) via any of its partition sets C ∈ C(u)
that is received by all partition sets of the circuit containing C at the beginning of the next
round. The amoebots are able to distinguish between beeps arriving at different partition
sets. More specifically, an amoebot receives a beep at partition set C if at least one amoebot
sends a beep on the circuit belonging to C, but the amoebots neither know the origin of the
signal nor the number of origins.

We assume the fully synchronous activation model, i.e., the time is divided into syn-
chronous rounds, and every amoebot is active in each round. On activation, each amoebot
may update its state, reconfigure its pin configuration, and activate an arbitrary number of
its partition sets. The beeps are propagated on the updated pin configurations. The time
complexity of an algorithm is measured by the number of synchronized rounds required by it.

1.3 Problem Statement and Our Contribution
Let S, D ⊆ X be two non-empty subsets. We call each amoebot in S a source, and each
amoebot in D a destination. A (S, D)-shortest path forest is a set of rooted trees that satisfies
the following properties.
1. For each s ∈ S, the set contains a tree Ts = (Vs, Es) rooted at s with Vs ⊆ X and

Es ⊆ EX .
2. For each s ∈ S, each leaf of Ts is in S ∪ D.
3. For each s1, s2 ∈ S, Vs1 and Vs2 are disjoint.
4. For each u ∈ D, there is a tree Ts such that u ∈ Vs, i.e., D ⊆

⋃
s∈S Vs.

5. For each s ∈ S and u ∈ Vs, the unique path from s to u in Ts is a shortest path from s

to u in GX , and s has the smallest distance to u among all amoebots in S.
We call an (S, X)-shortest path forest also an S-shortest path forest.

We consider the (k, ℓ)-shortest path forest problem ((k, ℓ)-SPF) for k, ℓ ≥ 1. Let two sets
S, D ⊆ X of amoebots be given such that |S| = k and |D| = ℓ, i.e., each amoebot u ∈ X

knows whether u ∈ S and whether u ∈ D. We say that X computes a (S, D)-shortest path
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forest if each amoebot in
⋃

s∈S Vs \ S knows its parent within the (S, D)-shortest path forest.
The goal of the amoebot structure is to compute a (S, D)-shortest path forest.

Note that we obtain the classical single pair shortest path problem (SPSP) for k = ℓ = 1,
and the classical single source shortest path problem (SSSP) for k = 1 and ℓ = n.

In the remainder of this paper, we make the following assumptions. First, the amoebot
structure has no holes. Second, the amoebots agree on a common compass orientation and
chirality. Third, the amoebots agree on a leader, i.e., a unique amoebot. We can establish
the latter two assumptions within O(log n) rounds w.h.p. (see Section 2.1).

Under these preconditions, we will present two deterministic algorithms for (k, ℓ)-SPF.
Our shortest path tree algorithm solves the problem within O(log ℓ) rounds for k = 1, and our
shortest path forest algorithm within O(log n log2 k) for k ≥ 1. Note that the former result
implies that we can solve SPSP within O(1) rounds, and SSSP within O(log n) rounds.

The main challenge to achieve these results was to find the right techniques to cope with
the model’s limitations (e.g., constant memory) and to fully exploit the model’s potential
(e.g., fast communication over long distances) because in general, the lower bound for solving
the SSSP problem in convential networks is Ω(

√
n + diam) [15, 27]. Therefore, it is very

surprising that we found polylogarithmic solutions to (k, ℓ)-SPF, which again shows the
power of the model.

1.4 Related Work
The reconfigurable circuit extension was introduced by Feldmann et al. [17]. They proposed
solutions for the leader election, compass alignment, and chirality agreement problems.
Each of these solutions requires O(log n) rounds w.h.p.1 Afterwards, they considered the
recognition of various classes of shapes. An amoebot structure is able to detect parallelograms
with linear or polynomial side ratio within O(log n) rounds w.h.p. Further, an amoebot
structure is able to detect shapes composed of triangles within O(1) rounds if the amoebots
agree on a chirality.

Feldmann et al. proposed the PASC algorithm which allows the amoebot structure to
compute distances [17, 26]. With the help of it, Padalkin et al. were able to solve the global
maxima, spanning tree, and symmetry detection problems in polylogarithmic time [26]. It is
also a crucial tool for the results of this paper. We defer to Section 2.2 for more details.

Shortest path problems are broadly studied both in the sequential and distributed setting.
In the following, we will discuss the state of the art in various relevant distributed models.
We will limit our considerations to the state of the art algorithms for the exact shortest
path problems. We refer to the cited papers for a more detailed overview of results in the
respective models.

In the amoebot model, Kostitsyna et al. were the first to consider SSSP [19, 20]. By
applying a breadth-first search approach, they compute a shortest path tree within O(n2)
rounds. For simple amoebot structures without holes, they introduced feather trees – a
special type of shortest path trees. These can be computed within O(diam) rounds. To our
knowledge, there is no further work on shortest path problems in the amoebot model or its
reconfigurable circuit extension.

In communication networks, adjacent nodes are able to communicate via messages. The
CONGEST model limits the size of each message to a logarithmic number of bits (in n).

1 An event holds with high probability (w.h.p.) if it holds with probability at least 1 − 1/nc where the
constant c can be made arbitrarily large.
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For weighted SSSP, Chechik and Mukhtar proposed a randomized algorithm that takes
Õ(

√
n ·diam1/4 +diam) rounds [6]. The best known lower bound is Ω(

√
n+diam) [15, 27]. It

also holds for any approximation factor [27]. For weighted APSP, Bernstein and Nanongkai
proposed a randomized algorithm that takes Õ(n) rounds [3]. This matches the lower bound
up to polylogorithmic factors [22, 25].

In hybrid communication networks [2], nodes are able to establish new (global) edges.
Censor-Hillel et al. proposed the best known algorithm for weighted SSSP that takes O(n1/3)
rounds [5]. Faster algorithms are known for certain classes of graphs: Feldmann et al. solved
the problem in O(log n) rounds for cactus graphs [16], and Coy et al. solved the problem
in O(log n) rounds for simple grid graphs [9]. The latter make use of portals graphs to
compute a partial solution for each dimension, which are then combined. The portal graphs
are another crucial tool for the results of this paper. We defer to Section 2.3 for more details.
For weighted APSP, Kuhn and Schneider proposed an Õ(

√
n) algorithm [21]. This matches

the lower bound up to polylogorithmic factors [2].
In the beeping model [8], each node is either in beeping or listening mode. If a node

is in beeeping mode, it sends a beep to all its neighbors. If a node is in listening mode, it
perceives beeps in its neighborhood. Just as in the reconfigurable circuit extension, it neither
knows the origin nor the number of origins. The model differs from the reconfigurable circuit
extension in that nodes cannot establish circuits and can only listen to their neighborhoods.
Dufoulon et al. proposed two algorithms for shortest path problems [14]. The first solves
SPSP within O(diam log log n + log3 n) rounds w.h.p., and the second solves SSSP within
O(diam log2 n + log3 n) rounds w.h.p. To our knowledge, there is no further work on shortest
path problems in the beeping model.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we discuss previous results that we utilize to achieve the results of this paper.
The first subsection deals with the coordination of amoebots. In the second subsection, we
present the PASC algorithm, and in the third subsection, we discuss portal trees.

2.1 Coordination
One of the difficulties in designing algorithms with reconfigurable circuits is the coordination
of the amoebots. In order to simplify the coordination, we have made the following two
assumptions. First, the amoebots have to agree on a common compass orientation and
chirality. Second, the amoebots agree on a leader, i.e., a unique amoebot. If these assumptions
are not satisfied, we can establish them in a preprocessing phase. For that, we make use of
the following results by Feldmann et al.

▶ Theorem 1 (Feldmann et al. [17]). There is an algorithm that aligns all compasses and
chiralities within O(log n) rounds w.h.p.

▶ Theorem 2 (Feldmann et al. [17]). There is an algorithm that elects a leader within Θ(log n)
rounds w.h.p.

Hence, the preprocessing phase requires O(log n) rounds w.h.p. Note that we can omit
the leader election for (1, ℓ)-SPF since we can simply elect the only source as the leader.
Also, note that while this preprocessing phase is randomized, all presented algorithms in this
paper are deterministic.

Moreover, our algorithms apply some primitives on several subsets of amoebots in parallel.
These might take different amounts of rounds for each subset. In order to synchronize the
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amoebot structure, we apply the synchronization technique by Padalkin et al. We refer to
[26] for more details.

2.2 PASC Algorithm
One of the essential primitives used in this paper is the primary and secondary circuit
algorithm (PASC algorithm) that was introduced by Feldmann et al. [17].

▶ Lemma 3 (Padalkin et al. [26]). Let a chain of m amoebots be given, i.e., each amoebot
knows its predecessor and successor. The PASC algorithm computes the distance of each
amoebot to the first amoebot bit by bit. More precisely, in the i-th iteration of the PASC
algorithm, each amoebot computes the i-th bit of its distance to the first amoebot.

▶ Lemma 4 (Feldmann et al. [17]). Each iteration of the PASC algorithm requires two rounds.
The PASC algorithm (performed on a chain of m amoebots) terminates after O(log m)
iterations.

We will use the PASC algorithm as a black box. We refer to [26] for the details. We can
adapt the PASC algorithm to compute distances in tree structures and prefix sums along the
chain as shown in the following corollaries.

▶ Corollary 5. Let a rooted tree of amoebots with height h be given, i.e., each amoebot knows
its parent and its children. The PASC algorithm computes the distance of each amoebot to
the root bit by bit. More precisely, in the i-th iteration of the PASC algorithm, each amoebot
computes the i-th bit of its distance to the root. Furthermore, the PASC algorithm terminates
after O(log h) rounds.

Proof. We simply apply Lemma 3 simultaneously on each path from the root to each leaf.
Each amoebot can reuse its partition sets for all paths such that we still only need two
external links for each edge of the tree. We refer to [26] for similar extensions.

The runtime depends on the longest path, i.e., on the height of the tree. By Lemma 4,
the PASC algorithm terminates after O(log h) rounds. ◀

▶ Corollary 6. Let a chain (v0, . . . , vm−1) of m amoebots be given, i.e., each amoebot knows
its predecessor and successor. Let V denote the set of all amoebots in the chain. Further, let
a weight function w : V → {0, 1} be given, i.e., each amoebot knows its weight. The PASC
algorithm computes the prefix sum prefixsumvi

=
∑i

j=0 w(vi) of each amoebot vi bit by bit.
More precisely, in the i-th iteration of the PASC algorithm, each amoebot computes the i-th
bit of its prefix sum. Furthermore, the PASC algorithm terminates after O(log W ) rounds
where W =

∑m−1
j=0 w(vi).

Proof. We first append a virtual amoebot s with w(s) = 0 to the start of the chain, which is
simulated by v0. Then, we apply the PASC algorithm. However, we only let amoebots with
weight 1 participate while all other amoebots simply forward the signals of their predecessors
to their successors. By Lemma 3, each amoebot with weight 1 computes its weighted distance
to s, which is equal to its prefix sum. Each amoebot v ∈ V with weight 0 is able to read the
forwarded signals. This allows it to determine the value computed by the last amoebot with
weight 1 on the subchain from s to v, which is equal to its prefix sum.

The runtime does only depend on the number of participating amoebots. There are
exactly W many amoebots with weight 1. Hence, by Lemma 4, the algorithm requires
O(log W ) rounds. ◀



A. Padalkin, and C. Scheideler 7

2.3 Portal Graph
Coy et al. [9] have solved the shortest path problem for hybrid communication networks that
can be modelled as grid graphs without holes. For that, they have made use of portal graphs.

▶ Definition 7 (Coy et al. [9]). Let G = (V, E) be a connected subgraph of a square grid. Let
Ex ⊆ E be the set of edges parallel to the x-axis. We call the connected component of (V, Ex)
x-portals. For each u ∈ V , let portalx(u) denote the portal that contains u. Two portals P1
and P2 are adjacent iff there exists an edge (v1, v2) ∈ E such that v1 ∈ P1 and v2 ∈ P2. We
define y-portals analogously.

▶ Definition 8 (Coy et al. [9]). The x-portal graph Px is the graph with vertices corresponding
to the x-portals. Two vertices of Px are adjacent iff the corresponding portals are adjacent.
We define the portal graph Py analogously.

We may omit the axis in the notation if it is arbitrary or clear from the context.

▶ Lemma 9 (Coy et al. [9]). All portal graphs are trees if the grid graph has no holes.

Let dist(u, v) denote the distance between u and v in G, and distd(u, v) denote the
distance between portal(u) and portal(v) in Pd. Further, let dist(U, v) = minu∈U dist(u, v).

▶ Lemma 10 (Coy et al. [9]). Let G be a square grid graph without holes. Then, dist(u, v) =
distx(u, v) + disty(u, v) holds.

We adapt that definitions and results to triangular grids. For that, we extend the
definitions by z-portals and z-portal graph analogously (see Figure 2e). Lemma 9 and its
proof still hold for triangular grids. But we have to adapt Lemma 10 as follows.

▶ Lemma 11. Let G be a triangular grid graph without holes. Then, 2 · dist(u, v) =
distx(u, v) + disty(u, v) + distz(u, v) holds.

Proof. Intuitively, the sum of the distances in the portal graphs count each edge twice. The
following proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 21 in [9]. Consider a shortest path
(u = w1, . . . , wm = v) from u to v. We prove the statement for this path by induction. The
induction base i = 1 holds trivially.

Suppose that the statement holds for the first i nodes of the path. Consider node wi+1.
By induction hypothesis, 2 · dist(u, wi) = distx(u, wi) + disty(u, wi) + distz(u, wi) holds.

For now, assume that edge (wi, wi+1) is parallel to the x-axis. This implies that wi and
wi+1 belong to the same x-portal and hence, distx(u, wi+1) = distx(u, wi) holds. Note that
shortest path cannot visit any portals more than once. Otherwise, we would be able to
shorten the path. Combined with Lemma 9, this implies disty(u, wi+1) = disty(u, wi)+1 and
distz(u, wi+1) = distz(u, wi) + 1. Altogether, we have 2 · dist(u, wi+1) = 2 · dist(u, wi) + 2 =
distx(u, wi) + disty(u, wi) + distz(u, wi) + 2 = distx(u, wi+1) + disty(u, wi+1) + distz(u, wi+1).
The cases where (wi, wi+1) is parallel to the y or z-axis work analogously. ◀

However, the amoebot structure has no access to the portal graphs. Instead, similar to
[9], we define a subgraph of GX for each portal graph that preserves its properties as follows.

▶ Definition 12. The implicit portal graph of Px is the subgraph T = (X, Ex ∪ E′
x) of

GX where Ex is the set of edges parallel to the x-axis and E′
x cotains the westernmost edge

between each pair of adjacent x-portals (see Figures 2a and 2b). We define the implicit portal
graphs of Py and Pz analogously (see Figures 2c and 2d).
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(a) Initial structure. (b) x-portal graph. (c) y-portal graph. (d) z-portal graph.

x

yz

(e) Axes.

Figure 2 (Implicit) portal graphs. Each red connected component indicates a portal. We obtain
the portal graphs by fusing the amoebots of each portal to a single node.

Intuitively, the vertices of a portal graph are portals while the vertices of an implicit
portal graph are amoebots. Note that T is a tree since we connect all amoebots of each
portal into a chain and each portal graph is a tree.

Furthermore, note that each amoebot can locally decide which of its incident edges belong
to T . For example, consider an amoebot for the implicit portal graph of the x-portal graph.
The edges to the west and east always belong to T since they are parallel to the x-axis, i.e.,
they belong to Ex. The edge to the north-west (south-west) belongs to T if there is no edge
to the west since the amoebot is the westernmost amoebot of its portal. The edge to the
north-east (south-east) belongs to T if there is no edge to the north-west (south-west) since
the amoebot to the north-east (south-east) is the westernmost amoebot of its portal.

▶ Lemma 13. Let P be a portal. Let u, v ∈ V \ P be two nodes. The shortest path from u to
v traverses P iff u and v are not in the same connected component of V \ P .

Proof. Suppose that the shortest path from u to v traverses P . Let (u, . . . , v) denote the
sequence of amoebots traversed by the shortest path. Consider a subpath (w1, . . . , wm). If
w1 ∈ P ′ and wm ∈ P ′, then for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, wi ∈ P ′. Otherwise, we could shorten the
shortest path with the path between w1 and wm in P ′, which contradicts the assumption.
Now, suppose that u and v are in the same connected component of V \ P . Let P ′ be the
portal in the connected component of u and v that is adjacent to P . Note that P ′ is unique
since we assume that the amoebot structure has no holes. Then, the subpath from u to p

has to traverse an amoebot u′ ∈ P ′, and the subpath from p to v has to traverse an amoebot
v′ ∈ P ′, respectively. Consider the subpath (u′, . . . , p, . . . , v′). Since u′ ∈ P ′ and v′ ∈ P ′,
p ∈ P ′. This is a contradiction to p ∈ P . Hence, u and v cannot be in the same connected
component of V \ P if the shortest path from u to v traverses P .

Suppose that u and v are not in the same connected component of V \ P . Then, each
path from u to v has to traverse P . ◀

3 Tree Primitives

Our algorithms make extensive use of tree structures. In this section, we introduce important
tree primitives that we believe to be of independent interest. These are not limited to
the geometric variant of the amoebot model. Therefore, we will speak of nodes instead of
amoebots.

In the first subsection, we will introduce the Euler tour technique by Tarjan and Vishkin
and adapt it to the reconfigurable circuit extension. This technique serves as the framework
for the tree primitives that we present in the second and third subsection. The first primitive
roots the tree at a given node and prunes any subtrees without nodes in a given set. The
second primitive elects a node from a given set of nodes. The third primitive computes the
centroid(s) of a tree. In the last subsection, we will adapt the primitives to implicit portal
graphs.
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3.1 Euler Tour Technique
In order to solve both problems, we will utilize the Euler tour technique (ETT) that was
introduced by Tarjan and Vishkin for the PRAM model2 [28]. The technique allows the
computation of various tree functions, e.g., computing a rooted version of a tree, a pre- and
postorder numbering of the nodes, the number of descendants of each node, the level of each
node, and the centroid(s) of a tree [7, 28]. In the following, we will explain the technique
and adapt it to the reconfigurable circuit extension.

Let T = (VT , ET ) be a tree and r ∈ VT an arbitrary node. We replace each undirected
edge {u, v} ∈ ET with two directed edges (u, v) and (v, u). Let T ′ = (VT , E′

T ) denote the
resulting graph. Consider any Euler cycle of T ′, e.g., for each edge (u, v) ∈ E′

T , let edge
(v, w) ∈ E′

T be the next edge of the Euler cycle where w is the next counterclockwise neighbor
of v with respect to u. By splitting the Euler cycle at r, we obtain an Euler tour π of T ′

that starts and ends at r.
Let w : E′

T → {0, 1} be any weight function. The exact definition of the function is
application-specific. Let (e0, . . . , e|E′

T
|−1) denote the sequence of edges traversed by π. The

first step of the ETT is to compute the prefix sum of each edge, i.e., each ei ∈ E′
T computes

prefixsumei
=

∑i
j=0 w(ei). For that, Tarjan and Vishkin utilize a processor for each edge,

and apply a doubling technique, which requires pointers between non-incident edges (see [28]
for more details). Neither is possible in the amoebot model. Nor do we have the memory to
store the prefix sums.

Instead, we will utilize the PASC algorithm on the nodes to compute the prefix sums bit by
bit as follows. Each node in VT operates an independent instance for each of its occurrences
on π. Let (v0, . . . , v|E′

T
|) denote the sequence of instances traversed by π. Observe that node

r operates the first and last instance of the sequence, i.e., v0 and v|E′
T

|. Let V ′
T denote the

set of all instances.
We define a weight function w : V ′

T → {0, 1} such that w(vi) = w(ei) for each 0 ≤ i < |E′
T |

and w(v|E′
T

|) = 0. We apply the PASC algorithm on the sequence of nodes to compute the
prefix sums of each node bit by bit, i.e., each vi ∈ V ′

T computes prefixsumvi
=

∑i
j=0 w(vi)

bit by bit. By definition, prefixsumei
= prefixsumvi

= prefixsumvi+1 − w(vi+1) holds. Hence,
for each edge ei = (vi, vi+1) ∈ E′

T , both incident nodes vi and vi+1 are able to compute
prefixsumei

bit by bit.
In the second step of the ETT, each node u ∈ VT computes prefixsum(u,v) −prefixsum(v,u)

for each of its neighbors v ∈ N(u). As in the first step, we have to compute all differences bit
by bit. This can be done in parallel with the first step.

▶ Lemma 14. Let an Euler tour π of T ′ = (VT , E′
T ) be given, i.e., each amoebot knows

its predecessor and successor of each of its occurrences. Further, let a weight function
w : E′

T → {0, 1} be given, i.e., for each (u, v) ∈ E′
T , amoebot u knows w(u, v). The ETT

computes the following values in parallel.
1. Each amoebot computes the prefix sum of each of its incident edges. More precisely, in

the i-th iteration of the ETT, each amoebot computes the i-th bit of the prefix sum of each
of its incident edges.

2. Each amoebot u ∈ VT computes prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) for each of its neighbors
v ∈ N(u). More precisely, in the i-th iteration of the ETT, each amoebot u ∈ VT computes
the i-th bit of prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) for each of its neighbors v ∈ N(u).

2 More precisely, Tarjan and Vishkin assume the concurrent-read, concurrent-write PRAM (CRCW
PRAM) model.
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Furthermore, the ETT terminates after O(log W ) rounds where W =
∑

e∈E′
T

w(e).

Proof. The statement follows directly from Corollary 6. ◀

▶ Corollary 15. In particular, amoebot r computes W bit by bit.

Proof. Recall that r operates the last instance v|E′
T

|. By definition, prefixsumv|E′
T

|
= W . ◀

▶ Remark 16. In the first step of the ETT, each instance only requires O(1) memory space.
Each node u ∈ VT operates Θ(degT (u)) instances where degT (v) denotes the degree of node
v within T . In the second step of the ETT, each amoebot u ∈ VT computes a difference for
each of its degT (u) neighbors. Each computation requires O(1) memory space. Note that in
the geometric variant of amoebot model, amoebots have sufficient memory since their degree
is bounded by 6.

In the remainder of this section, we will define a weight function wQ : E′
T → {0, 1} for

a set Q ⊆ VT that we will use in the subsequent sections. Each node u ∈ Q marks exactly
one of its out-going edges. For each e ∈ E′

T , we set wQ(e) = 1 if e has been marked, and
wQ(e) = 0 otherwise. Note that W = |Q|. For this weight function, we obtain the following
properties, which are a generalization of the results in [28].

▶ Lemma 17. Let u ∈ VT . If p ∈ N(u) is the parent of u with respect to r, the following
properties hold.
1. The subtree of u with respect to r contains prefixsum(u,p) − prefixsum(p,u) nodes in Q.
2. prefixsum(u,p) − prefixsum(p,u) ≥ 0.
If c ∈ N(u) is a child of u with respect to r, the following properties hold.
3. The subtree of c with respect to r contains prefixsum(c,u) − prefixsum(u,c) nodes in Q.
4. prefixsum(u,c) − prefixsum(c,u) ≤ 0.

Proof. The Euler tour π enters the subtree of u through (p, u), traverses all edges of the
subtree, and leaves the subtree through (u, p). By definition, the traversed subpath contains
prefixsum(u,p) − prefixsum(p,u) instances in Q. This is also the number of nodes in Q in the
subtree of u since the subpath consists of all instances of the subtree and each node in Q

marks exactly one instance. This already proves the first two properties. Note that they
immediately imply the other two properties. ◀

3.2 Root and Prune Primitive
Let T = (VT , ET ) be a tree. Let a node r ∈ VT and a subset Q ⊆ VT be given, i.e., each
node u ∈ VT knows whether u = r and whether u ∈ Q. Let subtreer(u) denote the set of
nodes in the subtree of u in the tree rooted at r. Let VQ = {u ∈ VT | subtreer(u) ∩ Q ̸= ∅}
denote the set of nodes whose subtree contains nodes in Q. The goal of the root and prune
problem is to root T at r and to prune all subtrees without a node in Q, i.e., (i) each node
u ∈ VT determines whether u ∈ VQ, and (ii) each amoebot u ∈ VQ \ {r} identifies its parent
v ∈ N(u) with respect to r. In order to solve this problem, we make use of the following
Corollary 18 of Lemma 17 and Lemma 19.

▶ Corollary 18. Let u ∈ VT \ {r}. The subtree of u with respect to r does not contain
any nodes in Q iff prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) = 0 for all v ∈ N(u). Suppose that the
subtree of u contains at least one node in Q. A node v ∈ N(u) is the parent of u iff
prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) > 0.
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(c) Implicit portal graph.

Figure 3 Tree algorithms. The red nodes/portals indicates r and R, respectively. The blue
nodes/portals indicate Q and Q, respectively. Note that in the (implicit) portal graph, R ∈ Q.
The left figures show the PASC algorithm on the Eulerian path, respectively. The smaller nodes
indicate the instances of the bigger nodes/portals. Only the green instances participate in the PASC
algorithm, i.e., they have weight 1. The yellow node indicates the last instance which computes m.
The numbers within the instances indicate their prefix sums. The right figures show the prefix sums
for the edges, respectively. The root and prune algorithm prunes the light gray nodes/portals. The
centroid algorithm identifies nodes/portals marked by a white dot as Q- or Q-centroids.
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Proof. The statement follows directly from Lemma 17. ◀

▶ Lemma 19. The subtree of r with respect to r does not contain any nodes in Q iff |Q| = 0.

Proof. The statement holds trivially since the subtree of r is equal to T . ◀

Hence, our root and prune primitive solves the problem as follows. We apply the ETT
with wQ as weight function. In parallel, each amoebot u ∈ VT compares prefixsum(u,v) −
prefixsum(v,u) with 0 for all v ∈ N(u). Additionally, amoebot r compares |Q| with 0. Each
amoebot u ∈ VT \{r} is in VQ if there is a v ∈ N(u) such that prefixsum(u,v)−prefixsum(v,u) ≠
0. Amoebot r is in VQ if |Q| > 0. Each u ∈ VQ identifies its neighbor v ∈ N(u) with
prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) > 0 as its parent.

▶ Lemma 20. Our root and prune primitive roots T at r and prunes all subtrees without a
node in Q within O(log |Q|) rounds.

Proof. By Lemma 14, each amoebot u ∈ VT computes prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) for
each of its neighbors v ∈ N(u). Recall that W = |Q|. By Corollary 15, r computes |Q|.
Hence, by Corollary 18 and Lemma 19, each amoebot u ∈ VT is able to determine whether
u ∈ VQ, and each amoebot u ∈ VQ \ {r} is able to identify its parent v ∈ N(u) with respect
to r. The runtime follows from Lemma 14. ◀

3.3 Election Primitive
Let T = (VT , ET ) be a tree. Let a node r ∈ VT and a non-empty subset Q ⊆ VT be given,
i.e., each node u ∈ VT knows whether u = r and whether u ∈ Q. The goal of the election
problem is to elect a single node r′ ∈ Q, i.e., each node u ∈ VT knows whether u = r′. Note
that this is not a leader election since we already assume that a unique node r is given.

Our election primitive solves the problem as follows. The idea is to apply the ETT
with weight function wQ to identify the first marked edge (u, v) ∈ E′

T on the Euler tour
of T ′ = (VT , E′

T ). Then, we simply elect u. However, since we are not interested in the
prefix sums, we simplify the ETT as follows. First, we remove all marked edges. This splits
the Euler tour into subpaths. Note that the first subpath starts at r and ends at u. Each
subpath establishes a circuit along the subpath. Then, node r beeps on the circuit of the
first subpath. We elect the node at the other end.

▶ Lemma 21. Our election primitive elects a single node r′ ∈ Q within O(1) rounds.

Proof. The correctness follows from the fact that the first subpath starts at r and ends at u.
Further, the primitive only utilizes a single round. ◀

3.4 Centroid Decomposition
Let T = (VT , ET ) be a tree. Let a node r ∈ VT and a subset Q ⊆ VT be given, i.e., each
node u ∈ VT knows whether u = r and whether u ∈ Q. A node u ∈ Q is a Q-centroid iff
after the removal of u, the tree splits into connected components with at most |Q|/2 nodes
in Q, respectively. The goal of the Q-centroid problem is to compute the Q-centroid(s) of
T , i.e., each node determines whether it is a Q-centroid. In order to solve this problem, we
make use of the following corollary of Lemma 17.

▶ Corollary 22. Let u ∈ VT . After the removal of u, the connected component of v ∈ N(u)
contains |Q| − (prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u)) nodes in Q if v is the parent of u with respect
to r, and prefixsum(v,u) − prefixsum(u,v) nodes in Q if v is a child of u with respect to r.
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Proof. The statement follows directly from Lemma 17. ◀

Hence, our Q-centroid primitive computes the Q-centroid(s) as follows. First, we apply
the ETT with wQ as weight function to compute the parents of each amoebot in Q with
respect to r. Then, we apply the ETT with wQ as weight function again. However, after
each iteration of the ETT, amoebot r broadcasts the current bit of |Q|. In parallel to the
ETT, each amoebot u ∈ VQ \ {r} computes |Q| − (prefixsum(u,p) − prefixsum(p,u)) where p

denotes the parent of u. Additionally, each amoebot u ∈ VQ computes |Q|/2 and compares
it with sizeu(v) for each v ∈ N(u) where sizeu(v) = |Q| − (prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u)) if
v is the parent of u and sizeu(v) = prefixsum(v,u) − prefixsum(u,v) otherwise. An amoebot
u ∈ Q identifies as a Q-centroid if sizeu(v) ≤ |Q|/2 for each v ∈ N(u).

▶ Lemma 23. Our Q-centroid primitive computes the Q-centroid(s) within O(log |Q|) rounds.

Proof. By Lemma 20, each amoebot in Q is able to identify its parent. By Lemma 14, each
amoebot u ∈ VT computes prefixsum(u,v) − prefixsum(v,u) for each of its neighbors v ∈ N(u).
Recall that W = |Q|. By Corollary 15, r computes |Q|, which it broadcasts. Hence, by
Corollary 22, each amoebot is able to determine whether it is a Q-centroid. The runtime
follows from Lemma 14. ◀

Next, we discuss the existence of Q-centroid(s). A node u ∈ Q is a centroid iff after
the removal of u, the tree splits into connected components with at most |VT |/2 nodes,
respectively. Let w : VT → N0 be any weight function. A node u ∈ VT is a weighted centroid
iff after the removal of u, the tree splits into connected components whose nodes have a
cumulative weight of at most W/2, respectively, where W =

∑
v∈VT

w(v). The following
results are known for (weighted) centroids.

▶ Theorem 24 (Jordan [18]). Each tree has one or two adjacent centroids.

▶ Theorem 25 (Bielak and Panczyk [4]). Each tree has at least one weighted centroid. Further,
with only positive weights, each tree has one or two adjacent weighted centroids.

Note that the existence of weighted centroids for weight function wQ does not imply the
existence of Q-centroids since these might not be in Q. In fact, a tree might not have any
Q-centroids, e.g., any graph with Q = ∅. However, in the following, we will show that we can
augment each non-empty set Q with a set AQ with O(|Q|) nodes to guarantee the existence
of one or two (Q ∪ AQ)-centroids.

Let T = (VT , ET ) and r ∈ VT . Let Q ⊆ VT be a non-empty subset. We apply
the root and prune primitive on T . Let TQ = (VQ, EQ) denote the resulting tree. Let
degQ(u) denote the degree of a node u ∈ VQ in TQ. We define the augmentation set to be
AQ = {u ∈ VQ | degQ(u) ≥ 3}.

▶ Lemma 26. Our root and prune primitive computes the augmentation set AQ within
O(log |Q|) rounds.

Proof. Note that a neighbor v ∈ N(u) of a node u ∈ VQ is in VQ iff prefixsum(u,v) −
prefixsum(v,u) ≠ 0. This allows each node u ∈ VQ to compute degQ(u). Hence, the statement
follows from Lemma 20. ◀

Let Q′ = Q ∪ AQ. We now prove that T and each connected subgraph of T has one or
two Q′-centroids, and that AQ = O(|Q|) and with that Q′ = O(|Q|).

▶ Lemma 27. Let Q ⊆ VT be a non-empty subset. Then, T has one or two Q′-centroids.
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Proof. If |Q| = 1, then AQ = ∅. Trivially, the only node in Q′ = Q is a Q′-centroid. Suppose
that |Q| ≥ 2.

We prune any subtrees with respect to r without a node in Q′. Then, while the root is
not in Q′ and has a degree of 1, we prune the root and make its child the new root. Let
T ′ = (VT ′ , ET ′) denote the resulting tree. Note that |VT ′ | ≥ 2 since |Q| ≥ 2. This implies
that each node has at least a degree of 1. Further, note that each node of degree 1 in T ′ is
in Q ⊆ Q′. Otherwise, we could prune the node.

Consider a node u ∈ VT ′ \ Q′. It cannot have a degree of 0. Otherwise, it would have
been pruned. It cannot have a degree of 1. Otherwise, it would be in Q′. It cannot have a
degree of greater than 2 since AQ ⊆ Q′. Therefore, it must have a degree of 2. These can
only form chains with the endpoints adjacent to one node in Q′, respectively. We replace
each of these chains with a single edge. Let T ′′ = (Q′, ET ′′) denote the resulting tree.

We claim that a node is a Q′-centroid of T ′ iff it is a Q′-centroid in T . Further, a node is
a Q′-centroid of T ′′ iff it is a Q′-centroid in T ′. Consider the connected components after the
removal of a node u ∈ Q′. On the one hand, the removal of nodes not in Q′ might eliminate
connected components without any nodes in Q′. Otherwise, it does not affect the number of
nodes in Q′ of any other connected component. On the other hand, the addition of nodes
not in Q′ might introduce new connected components without any nodes in Q′. Otherwise,
it does not affect the number of nodes in Q′ of any existing connected component. Hence,
both claims hold. By Theorem 24 or Theorem 25, T ′′ has one or two centroids and with that
also T . ◀

▶ Corollary 28. Furthermore, let Z = (VZ , EZ) be a connected subgraph of T with Q′∩VZ ̸= ∅.
Then, Z has one or two (Q′ ∩ VZ)-centroids.

Proof. First, note that a node is a (Q′ ∩ VZ)-centroid of Z iff it is a (Q′ ∩ VZ)-centroid in T .
This holds by the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 27. Since Q′ ∩ VZ ≠ ∅, T has
one or two ((Q′ ∩ VZ) ∪ AQ′∩VZ

)-centroids by Lemma 27. We claim that AQ′∩VZ
⊆ Q′ ∩ VZ

and with that ((Q′ ∩ VZ) ∪ AQ′∩VZ
) = Q′ ∩ VZ .

Observe that for each node u, degQ′∩VZ
(u) ≤ degQ′(u) holds. This implies AQ′∩VZ

⊆ AQ′

and with that AQ′∩VZ
⊆ Q′. Let u ∈ AQ′∩VZ

. Since by definition, degQ′∩VZ
(u) ≥ 3, u

connects at least 2 nodes in Q′ ∩ VZ ⊆ VZ (one edge might lead to r). Since Z is connected,
u has to be in VZ . Since AQ′∩VZ

⊆ Q′ and AQ′∩VZ
⊆ VZ , the claim holds. By the claim, T

has one or two (Q′ ∩ VZ)-centroids and with that also Z. ◀

▶ Corollary 29. Let Q ⊆ VT . Then, |AQ| = O(|Q|), and with that |Q′| = O(|Q|).

Proof. Consider tree T ′′ = (VT ′′ , ET ′′) of the proof of Lemma 27. Let L = {u ∈ VT ′′ |
degQ(u) = 1} denote the set of all leaves. By definition, no leaf is in AQ. By construction, each
leaf is in Q′. By the handshaking lemma and the Euler formula, |L|+2(|VT ′′ |−|L|)+3|AQ| ≤∑

v∈VT ′′ deg(v) = 2(VT ′′ − 1). This implies |AQ| ≤ |L| − 2 ≤ |Q| − 1. ◀

Corollary 28 allows us to decompose a tree T recursively. In each recursion, we decompose
the tree at a Q′-centroid and perform a recursion on each resulting subtree if it contains at
least one node in Q′. Observe that each node in Q′ is chosen at some point to decompose a
subtree. We now define a tree DT(T ) = (Q′, ED) as follows. For each recursion (except the
first one), we add an edge from the Q′-centroid used in the recursion to the Q′-centroid used
in the calling recursion. We call DT(T ) a Q′-centroid decomposition tree. Note that T may
have multiple Q′-centroid decomposition trees since in each recursion, we could have two
Q′-centroids to choose from.
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▶ Lemma 30. The Q′-centroid decomposition tree has height O(log |Q|).

Proof. The Q′-centroid decomposition tree has height O(log |Q′|) since each recursion halves
the number of nodes in Q′. By Corollary 29, O(log |Q′|) = O(log |Q|). ◀

Let T = (VT , ET ) be a tree. Let a node r ∈ VT and a subset Q′ ⊆ VT for a non-empty
subset Q ⊆ VT be given, i.e., each node u ∈ VT knows whether u = r and whether u ∈ Q′.
The goal of the Q′-centroid decomposition problem is to iteratively compute a Q′-centroid
decomposition tree DT(T ) = (Q′, ED), i.e., in the i-th iteration, each node u ∈ VT determines
whether it is a node in DT(T ) of depth i − 1.

A recursion of our decomposition primitive for a connected subtree Z = (VZ , EZ) proceeds
as follows. Let a node rZ ∈ VZ and a subset Q′

Z ⊆ VZ be given. For the first recursion, we
set rZ = r and Q′

Z = Q′. First, we apply the centroid primitive with rZ and Q′
Z to compute

the Q′
Z -centroids. Then, we apply the election primitive to elect one of the Q′

Z -centroids. Let
cZ denote the elected centroid. We decompose the graph at cZ . Let Zu = (Vu, Eu) be the
subtree containing node u. For each neighbor u ∈ N(cZ), subtree Zu establishes a circuit that
connects all nodes of the subtree. Then, each node v ∈ Q′

Z beeps on the circuit of its subtree.
For each neighbor u ∈ N(cZ), there is a beep on the circuit of Zu iff Q′

Z ∩ Vu ̸= ∅. Finally,
for each neighbor u ∈ N(cZ), we perform a recursion on the subgraph Zu with rZu = u and
Q′

Zu
= Q′

Z ∩ Vu if Q′ ∩ Vu ̸= ∅.
The decomposition primitive performs all recursions of the same recursion level in parallel.

After each execution of a recursion level, the amoebots establish a global circuit. Each node
in Q′ that has not been elected so far beeps. We terminate if there was a beep. Otherwise,
we proceed to the next recursion level.

▶ Lemma 31. Our decomposition primitive computes a Q′-centroid decomposition tree
within O(log2 |Q|) rounds. More precisely, in the i-th recursion level, the nodes compute the
Q′-centroids of depth i − 1.

Proof. Corollary 28 guarantees that existence of a Q′-centroid decomposition tree. The
correctness follows then from Lemmas 21 and 23.

By Lemma 23, the centroid primitive requires O(log |Q|) rounds. All other steps including
the election primitive (see Lemma 21) only require a constant number of rounds. Hence, each
recursion requires O(log |Q|) rounds. By Lemma 30, there are O(log |Q|) recursion levels. ◀

3.5 Portal Trees
Theoretically, we can also apply all primitives in this section on portal graphs (see Figure 3b).
However, recall that the amoebot structure has only access to the implicit portal graphs. In
the following, we will first adapt the ETT to implicit portal graphs. Then, we will redefine
and solve all problems.

Let T = (VT , ET ) be an implicit portal graph of portal graph P = (VP , EP). For each
P1 ∈ VP and P2 ∈ N(P1), let cP1(P2) denote the amoebot u ∈ P1 that is adjacent to an
amoebot v ∈ P2 in T , i.e., {u, v} ∈ ET . Recall that by construction, cP1(P2) is unique.

We adapt the ETT to implicit portal graphs as follows. Let a portal R ∈ VP and a subset
Q ⊆ VP be given, i.e., each amoebot u ∈ VT knows whether portal(u) = R and whether
portal(u) ∈ Q. For each portal, we elect a representative, e.g., for each x-portal, we elect the
westernmost amoebot. Let r̂ ∈ VT be the representative of the root portal R. Let Q̂ ⊆ VT

be the set of representatives of the portals in Q. Consider an execution of the ETT on the
implicit portal graph with weight function wQ̂ (see Figure 3c). Observe that by Corollary 15,
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(a) Circuits for each portal. (b) Circuits for each directed edge.

Figure 4 Used circuits for the root and prune primitive. For the meaning of the colors, see
Figure 3. The white partition sets and the solid circuits indicate beeps.

amoebot r̂ computes |Q̂| = |Q|. We now compare that execution to an execution of the ETT
on the portal graph with weight function wQ (see Figure 3b).

▶ Lemma 32. Let P1, P2 ∈ VP be two adjacent portals. Let u1 = cP1(P2) and u2 = cP2(P1).
Then, prefixsum(P2,P1) − prefixsum(P1,P2) = prefixsum(u2,u1) − prefixsum(u1,u2) holds.

Proof. W.l.o.g., let P1 be the parent of P2 with respect to R. Observe that the subtree of
u2 with respect to r̂ in the implicit portal graph contains the same amoebots as the union of
the portals in the subtree of P2 with respect to R in the portal graph. The equation holds
since by construction, we mark the same number of edges on the subpaths of the Euler tours,
respectively. ◀

Thus, the ETT computes all the necessary information, i.e., |Q| and all prefix sum
differences, to solve all problems. However, this information is scattered across the amoe-
bots. More precisely, in portal P1 ∈ VP , for each P2 ∈ N(P1), only cP1(P2) computes
prefixsum(P1,P2) − prefixsum(P2,P1) and with that all further computations and comparisons.
Hence, the amoebots of each portal have to communicate with each other. In the following,
we explain how the necessary communication for each problem.

For the root and prune problem, let a portal R ∈ VP and a subset Q ⊆ VP be given,
i.e., each amoebot u ∈ VT knows whether portal(u) = R and whether portal(u) ∈ Q. Let
subtreeR(P ) denote the set of portals in the subtree of P in the tree rooted at R. Let
VQ = {P ∈ VP | subtreeR(u) ∩ Q ̸= ∅} denote the set of portals whose subtree contains
portals in Q. Our goal is to root P at R and to prune all subtrees without a node in Q,
i.e., (i) each node u ∈ VT determines whether portal(u) ∈ VQ, and (ii) each amoebot u ∈ VT

where portal(u) ∈ VQ \ {R} identifies all neighbors v ∈ N(u) such that portal(v) is the parent
of portal(u) with respect to R.

We apply the ETT on T as described above. For each P1 ∈ VP \{R} and each P2 ∈ N(P1),
amoebot cP1(P2) computes prefixsum(P1,P2) − prefixsum(P2,P1) ̸= 0 and compares it with 0.
At the same time, r̂ computes |Q|.

In order to determine whether portal(u) ∈ VQ for each u ∈ VT , we proceed as follows.
First, each portal establishes a circuit that connects all amoebots of the portal (see Figure 4a).
Then, for each P1 ∈ VP \ {R} and each P2 ∈ N(P1), amoebot cP1(P2) beeps on the circuit of
P1 if prefixsum(P1,P2) − prefixsum(P2,P1) ≠ 0. Simultaneously, amoebot r̂ ∈ R beeps on the
circuit of R if |Q| > 0. For each amoebot u ∈ VT , portal(u) ∈ VQ if there was a beep on the
circuit of portal(u).
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In order to identify all neighbors v ∈ N(u) such that portal(v) is the parent of portal(u)
with respect to R for each u ∈ VT , we proceed as follows. First, each portal P1 establishes
a circuit for each adjacent portal P2 that connects all amoebots in P1 that are adjacent to
an amoebot in P2 (see Figure 4b). For the sake of simplicity, we attribute that circuits to
the directed edge (P1, P2), respectively. Then, for each P1 ∈ VP \ {R} and each P2 ∈ N(P1),
amoebot cP1(P2) beeps on the circuit of (P1, P2) if prefixsum(P1,P2) − prefixsum(P2,P1) > 0.
A beep on the circuit of (P1, P2) indicates that P2 is the parent of P1 with respect to R.
Hence, each u ∈ P1 is able to identify its neighbors in P2.

▶ Lemma 33. Our root and prune primitive roots P at R and prunes all subtrees without a
portal in Q within O(log |Q|) rounds.

In order to compute the augmentation set AQ of Q, we have to compute the degree of
each portal in VQ. For that, each portal P1 ∈ VP simply applies the PASC algorithm where
for each P2 ∈ N(P1), amoebot cP1(P2) participates if prefixsum(P1,P2) − prefixsum(P2,P1) ≠ 0.
In case that there is an amoebot u = cP1(P2) = cP1(P3) for P2 ̸= P3 with prefixsum(P1,P2) −
prefixsum(P2,P1) ̸= 0 and prefixsum(P1,P3) − prefixsum(P3,P1) ̸= 0, then u simulates two
participating amoebots in the chain. By Corollary 6, the last amoebot of the portal P1
computes degQ(P1). It compares the degree with 3. Now, each portal establishes a circuit that
connects all amoebots of the portal (compare to Figure 4a). Then, the last amoebot of portal
P1 beeps on the circuit of P1 if degQ(P1) ≥ 3. For each amoebot u ∈ VT , portal(u) ∈ AQ if
there was a beep on the circuit of portal(u).

▶ Lemma 34. Our root and prune primitive computes the augmentation set AQ within
O(log |Q|) rounds.

For the election problem, let a portal R ∈ VP and a subset Q ⊆ VP be given, i.e., each
amoebot u ∈ VT knows whether portal(u) = R and whether portal(u) ∈ Q. Our goal is to
elect a single portal R′ ∈ Q, i.e., each node u ∈ VT knows whether portal(u) = R′.

We apply the simplified ETT on T to elect an amoebot r′ ∈ Q̂. Then, we elect R′ =
portal(r′) ∈ Q. For that, each portal establishes a circuit that connects all amoebots of the
portal (compare to Figure 4a). Amoebot r′ beeps on the circuit of its portal. Each amoebot
that receives a beep belongs to R′ = portal(r′).

▶ Lemma 35. Our election primitive elects a single portal R′ ∈ Q within O(1) rounds.

For the Q-centroid problem, let a portal R ∈ VP and a subset Q ⊆ VP be given, i.e., each
amoebot u ∈ VT knows whether portal(u) = R and whether portal(u) ∈ Q. Our goal is to
compute the Q-centroid(s) of P, i.e., each node u ∈ VT determines whether portal(u) is a
Q-centroid.

First, we apply the root and prune primitive to compute the parent of each portal
in Q with respect to R. Then, we apply the ETT on T as described above. For each
P1 ∈ VP \ {R} and each P2 ∈ N(P1), amoebot cP1(P2) computes sizeP1(P2) and compares it
to |Q|/2 where sizeP1(P2) = |Q| − prefixsum(P1,P2) − prefixsum(P2,P1) if P2 is the parent of
P1 and sizeP1(P2) = prefixsum(P2,P1) − prefixsum(P1,P2) otherwise. For that, r̂ computes and
broadcasts |Q|.

Then, each portal establishes a circuit that connects all amoebots of the portal (compare
to Figure 4a). For each P1 ∈ VP \ {R} and each P2 ∈ N(P1), amoebot cP1(P2) beeps on the
circuit of P1 if sizeP1 > |Q|/2. A beep on the circuit of P1 indicates that P1 cannot be a
Q-centroid. Hence, each amoebot u ∈ VT where portal(u) ∈ VQ that does not receive a beep
belongs to a Q-centroid.
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▶ Lemma 36. Our Q-centroid primitive computes the Q-centroids within O(log |Q|) rounds.

For the Q′-centroid decomposition problem, let a portal R ∈ VP and a subset Q′ ⊆ VP for a
non-empty subset Q ⊆ VP be given, i.e., each amoebot u ∈ VT knows whether portal(u) = R

and whether portal(u) ∈ Q′. Our goal is to iteratively compute a Q′-centroid decomposition
tree DT(P) = (Q′, ED), i.e., in the i-th iteration, each node u ∈ VT determines whether
portal(u) is a portal in DT(P) of depth i − 1.

Our decomposition primitive for implicit portal graphs works largly like the decomposition
primitive for general tree structure, i.e., a recursion for a connected subtree Z = (VZ , EZ) of
P proceeds as follows. Let a node RZ ∈ VZ and a subset Q′

Z ⊆ VZ be given. For the first
recursion, we set RZ = R and Q′

Z = Q′. First, we apply the centroid primitive with RZ and
Q′

Z to compute the Q′
Z -centroids. Then, we apply the election primitive to elect one of the

Q′
Z -centroids. Let CZ denote the elected centroid. We decompose the subtree Z at CZ .

Let ZP = (VP , EP ) denote the subtree containing portal P ∈ N(CZ). Let RZP
= P

and Q′
ZP

= Q′
Z ∩ VP . For each of these subtrees ZP , we proceed as follows. First, each

portal establishes a circuit that connects all amoebots of the portal. Then, cP (CZ) beeps on
the circuit of P . Each amoebot that receives a beep belongs to RZP

. Second, the subtree
establishes a circuit that connects all amoebots of the subtree. Then, each amoebot of a
portal in Q′

Z beeps on the circuit of the subtree. There is a beep on the circuit of the subtree
iff Q′

Z ∩ VP ̸= ∅. Finally, we perform a recursion on the subtree ZP with RZP
and Q′

ZP
if

Q′ ∩ VP ̸= ∅.
The decomposition primitive performs all recursions of the same recursion level in parallel.

After each execution of a recursion level, the amoebots establish a global circuit. Each
amoebot of a portal in Q′ that has not been elected so far beeps. We terminate if there was
a beep. Otherwise, we proceed to the next recursion level.

▶ Lemma 37. Our decomposition primitive computes a Q′-centroid decomposition tree
within O(log2 |Q|) rounds. More precisely, in the i-th recursion level, the nodes compute the
Q′-centroids of depth i − 1.

4 Shortest Path Forest with a Single Source

In this section, we consider (1, ℓ)-SPF. Let s denote the only amoebot in S. An amoebot
v ∈ N(u) is a feasible parent of u ∈ X with respect to s iff dist(s, u) = dist(s, v) + 1, which
is equivalent to(

distx(s, u) − distx(s, v)
)

+
(

disty(s, u) − disty(s, v)
)

+
(

distz(s, u) − distz(s, v)
)

= 2 (1)

by Lemma 11. Since each portal graph is a tree (see Lemma 9), each difference distd(s, u) −
distd(s, v) only depends on the relation between portald(u) and portald(v). If portald(v)
is the parent of portald(u), then distd(s, u) − distd(s, v) = 1. If portald(v) is equal to
portald(u), then distd(s, u) − distd(s, v) = 0. If portald(v) is a child of portald(u), then
distd(s, u) − distd(s, v) = −1. Note that since v ∈ N(u), there must be an axis d such that
portald(v) is equal to portald(u). This implies that Equation (1) only holds if portald(v)
is the parent of portald(u) for the other two axes. Hence, computing all relative distances
reduces to rooting the portal graphs at s. For that, we apply the root and prune primitive
on each portal graph with s and D as parameters.

▶ Lemma 38. Each amoebot on the shortest path from s to D is able to choose a parent
with respect to s.
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(a) Initial structure. (b) Parents w.r.t. the portal graphs. (c) Parents after the final pruning.

Figure 5 Shortest path tree algorithm. The encircled amoebot indicates s. The amoebots marked
by a white dot indicate D. The red arrows indicate the parents.

Proof. Suppose the contrary, i.e., there is an amoebot u on the shortest path from s to v ∈ D

that is not able to choose a parent with respect to Equation (1). This can only happen if the
root and prune primitive has pruned portal(u) for at least one of the (implicit) portal graphs.
This implies that the subtree of portal(u) does not contain any portals with amoebots in
D. But then, the shortest path cannot traverse any amoebot in portal(u) (including u).
Otherwise, we could shorten the shortest path. This is a contradiction to the assumption. ◀

Lemma 38 guarantees that we obtain a shortest path from s to each u ∈ D. However,
it does not prevent other amoebots to choose a parent with respect to s (see Figure 5).
As a result, we might obtain a shortest path tree with subtrees without amoebots in D,
and additional connected components (without amoebots in D). In order to remove such
subtrees and connected components, we simply apply the root and prune algorithm on the
resulting graph with s and D as parameters. The algorithm prunes the subtrees by definition.
Furthermore, during the execution, the connected components that do not contain s do not
receive any signals. This allows us to also prune these connected components.

▶ Theorem 39. The shortest path tree algorithm computes an ({s}, D)-shortest path forest
within O(log ℓ) rounds.

Proof. By Lemma 38, we obtain a shortest path forest that contains a shortest path tree
rooted at s that contains all amoebots in D. By Lemma 33, an additional execution of the
root and prune primitive extracts that tree. Overall, the algorithm consists of 4 executions
of the root and prune algorithm. Each execution requires O(log ℓ) rounds. ◀

5 Shortest Path Forests with Multiple Sources

In this section, we consider (k, ℓ)-SPF for arbitrary k. In the first subsection, we will start
with the simple case where the amoebot structure forms a line for which we will present an
O(log n) algorithm.

In the second subsection, we will show how to merge two shortest path forests into a
single one within O(log n) rounds. This leads immediately to the following naive solution.
Suppose that we have already computed an S′-shortest path forest for a subset S′ ⊆ S of
the sources. Now, compute an {s}-shortest path forest for an arbitrary source s ∈ S \ S′.
Then, merge both shortest path forests to an S′ ∪ {s}-shortest path forest. This sequential
approach requires O(k log n) rounds.

We can improve the runtime by applying a divide and conquer approach. The idea of our
shortest path forest algorithm is to split the amoebot structure at a portal, to recursively
compute a shortest path forest for both sides, and to finally merge them. The first three
subsections contain elementary procedures used in our algorithm. In the fourth subsection,
we will elaborate on our divide and conquer approach.
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Figure 6 Line algorithm. The red amoebots indicate S. Note that the easternmost amoebot only
receives a distance of one source.

5.1 Line Algorithm
Suppose the amoebot structure X forms a line. The line algorithm computes an S-shortest
path forest as follows. Observe that the closest source of each amoebot u ∈ X \ S must be
the next source in one of both directions. Hence, it suffices if it computes its distance to
those two sources. For that, we apply the PASC algorithm (see Lemma 3) from each source
into both directions up to the next source, respectively (see Figure 6).

▶ Lemma 40. The line algorithm computes an S-shortest path forest for a line of amoebots
within O(log n) rounds.

Proof. The correctness follows from our observation. The algorithm requires O(log n) rounds
since all 2k applications of the PASC algorithm are performed in parallel. ◀

5.2 Merging Algorithm
Let an S1-shortest path forest and an S2-shortest path forest be given. The merging algorithm
computes an (S1 ∪ S2)-shortest path forest as follows. It makes use of the following lemma.

▶ Lemma 41. Let an S1-shortest path forest and an S2-shortest path forest be given. Let
u ∈ X \ (S1 ∪ S2). Let p1 denote the parent of u in the S1-shortest path forest, and p2
the parent of u in the S2-shortest path forest. Then, p1 is a feasible parent of u in an
(S1 ∪ S2)-shortest path forest if dist(S1, u) ≤ dist(S2, u), and p2 is a feasible parent of u in
an (S1 ∪ S2)-shortest path forest if dist(S2, u) ≤ dist(S1, u).

Proof. Note that dist(S1 ∪ S2, v) = min{dist(S1, v), dist(S2, v)} for all v ∈ X. Further,
note that by definition, dist(S1, p1) + 1 = dist(S1, u) and dist(S2, p2) + 1 = dist(S2, u).
Suppose that dist(S1, u) ≤ dist(S2, u). This also implies dist(S1, p1) ≤ dist(S2, p1) since
dist(S2, v) + 1 ≥ dist(S2, u) for all v ∈ N(u). Altogether, we obtain

dist(S1 ∪ S2, u) = min{dist(S1, u), dist(S2, u)}
= dist(S1, u)
= dist(S1, p1) + 1
= min{dist(S1, p1), dist(S2, p1)} + 1
= dist(S1 ∪ S2, p1) + 1.

The equations imply that p1 is a feasible parent of u in an (S1 ∪ S2)-shortest path forest.
The second case where dist(S2, u) ≤ dist(S1, u) can be proven analogously. ◀

We apply Lemma 41 to compute an (S1 ∪ S2)-shortest path forest as follows. In order
to compute dist(S1, v) and dist(S2, v) for each v ∈ V , we apply the PASC algorithm on the
S1- and S2-shortest path forest, respectively (see Corollary 5). This allows each amoebot
u ∈ X \ (S1 ∪ S2) to compare dist(S1, u) and dist(S2, u) to determine a feasible parent.
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Figure 7 Propagation algorithm. The left figure shows the initial situation, and the right figure the
result. The red amoebots indicate P . The blue and green amoebots indicate A and B, respectively.
The encircled amoebots indicate S. The pink and purple edges indicate the shortest path trees.

Figure 8 Visibility region. The red amoebots indicate P . The cyan edges indicate the portals of
each u ∈ P . The visibility region vis(P ) contains the red and black amoebots. The green amoebots
indicate B′. The blue amoebots indicate B′′.

▶ Lemma 42. Let an S1-shortest path forest and an S2-shortest path forest be given. The
merging algorithm computes an (S1 ∪ S2)-shortest path forest within O(log n) rounds.

Proof. The correctness follows from Lemma 41. The algorithm requires O(log n) rounds
since we only apply the PASC algorithm. ◀

5.3 Propagation Algorithm
Consider an arbitrary portal P (see Figure 7). W.l.o.g., we assume that P is an x-portal.
The portal divides the amoebot structure into two sides A and B. Note that each side
might be empty. Let S ⊆ A ∪ P . Suppose that we have a S-shortest path forest for A ∪ P .
The propagation algorithm propagates the S-shortest path forest into B, i.e, it computes a
S-shortest path forest for A ∪ P ∪ B, as follows.

We say that an amoebot v ∈ X is visible by u ∈ X iff v ∈ portalx(u) ∪ portaly(u) ∪
portalz(u). Let vis(P ) =

⋃
u∈P (portalx(u) ∪ portaly(u) ∪ portalz(u)) be the visibility region

of P (see Figure 8). The algorithm consists of two phases. In the first phase, we propagate
the shortest path forest into B′ = B ∩ vis(P ). In the second phase, we propagate the shortest
path forest into B′′ = B \ vis(P ). In the following, we will explain both phases.
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(a) Case ∆u ⊆ R.
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′) projy(u)

(b) Case ∆u ̸⊆ R.

Figure 9 ({u}, P )-shortest path forest for P ∪ ∆u. The labels refer to the encircled amoebots.

Consider the first phase, i.e., the propagation into B′ = B ∩ vis(P ). Let projy(u),
projz(u) ∈ V∆ be the projections of u ∈ B′ along the y- and z-axis onto the axis of P ,
respectively (see Figure 9). Let ∆u be the set of nodes in V∆ within the triangle defined by
u, projy(u), and projz(u). Let Pu = ∆u ∩ P . Further, let P W

u denote the amoebots in P to
the west of projz(u), and P E

u denote the amoebots in P to the east of projy(u). Note that
these might be empty.

▶ Lemma 43. For each u ∈ B′ and s ∈ S, there is a shortest path from s to u within
A ∪ P ∪ ∆u.

Proof. Note that there must be a shortest path from s to u since the amoebot structure is
connected. By Lemma 13, each shortest path has to traverse portal P . Hence, it suffices
to show that for each p ∈ P , there is a shortest path from s and u to p within A ∪ P ∪ ∆u,
respectively.

First, consider a shortest path from s to p. Due to Lemma 13, it cannot traverse any
x-portal south of P . Therefore, each shortest path from s to p must be within A ∪ P .

Next, we construct a shortest path from u to p as follows. Observe that a path between
two amoebots v, w is a shortest path if it follows the boundary of the parallelogram spanned
by v and w. For ∆u ⊆ X, consider Figure 9a. The path from u to each p ∈ P satisfies our
observation. For ∆u ̸⊆ X, consider Figure 9b. W.l.o.g, let u be visible from projz(u), i.e.,
u ∈ portalz(projz(u)). Let u′ be the amoebot on portalz(u) closest to u such that ∆u′ ⊆ X.
The path from u to each p ∈ P W

u′ ∪ Pu′ satisfies our observation. Let p ∈ P E
u′ . Due to

Lemma 13, a shortest path from u to p cannot traverse any y-portal west of portaly(u′).
Let v be a boundary amoebot on portaly(u′) between u′ and projy(u′). By Lemma 13, each
shortest path has to traverse v. Note that v exists since otherwise, there would be an amoebot
u′′ on portalz(u) closer to u than u′ such that ∆u′′ ⊆ X. Both, the subpath from u to v and
from v to p satisfy our observation. Overall, for each p ∈ P , there is a shortest path from u

to p within P ∪ ∆u. ◀

▶ Corollary 44. For each u ∈ B′ and s ∈ S, there is a shortest path from s to u that traverses
Pu.

Let ny(u), nz(u) ∈ V∆ denote u’s neighbor into projy(u)’s and projz(u)’s direction,
respectively (see Figure 9). Since u ∈ vis(P ), at least one of ny(u) and nz(u) has to be in X.

▶ Corollary 45. For each u ∈ B′ and s ∈ S, there is a shortest path from s to u that traverses
either ny(u) or nz(u), i.e., either ny(u) or nz(u) is a feasible parent of u.
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(a) Shortest path through ny(u).
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(b) Shortest path through nz(u).

Figure 10 Rerouting a shortest path. The labels refer to the encircled amoebots.

▶ Lemma 46. Let ∆u ⊆ X. Then, nz(u) is a feasible parent of u if dist(S, projz(u)) ≤
dist(S, projy(u)), and ny(u) is a feasible parent of u if dist(S, projz(u)) ≥ dist(S, projy(u)).

Proof. Note that u is visible by both projz(u) and projy(u) since ∆u ⊆ X. By Corol-
lary 45, dist(S, u) = min{dist(S, nz(u)) + 1, dist(S, ny(u)) + 1}. By Corollary 44, dist(S, v) =
minw∈Pv

{dist(S, w) + dist(w, v)} for all v ∈ ∆u. Note that dist(w, v) is equal for each v ∈
{nz(u), ny(u)} and w ∈ Pu. If minw∈Pu{dist(S, w)} = dist(S, projz(u)) ≤ dist(S, projy(u)),
then dist(S, u) = dist(S, nz(u)) + 1 ≤ dist(S, ny(u)) + 1 holds. This implies that nz(u)
is a feasible parent of u. If minw∈Pu{dist(S, w)} = dist(S, projy(u)) ≤ dist(S, projz(u)),
then dist(S, u) = dist(S, ny(u)) + 1 ≤ dist(S, ny(u)) + 1 holds. This implies that ny(u)
is a feasible parent of u. Otherwise, argminw∈Pu

{dist(S, w)} ∈ Pnz(u) ∩ Pny(u) such that
dist(S, u) = dist(S, nz(u)) + 1 = dist(S, ny(u)) + 1 holds. This implies that both nz(u) and
ny(u) are feasible parents of u. In this case, the statement holds trivially. ◀

▶ Lemma 47. Let ∆u ̸⊆ X. Then, nz(u) is a feasible parent of u if u is visible by projz(u),
and ny(u) is a feasible parent of u if u is visible by projy(u).

Proof. Note that u is visible by exactly one of projz(u) and projy(u) since ∆u ̸⊆ X. W.l.o.g.,
let u be visible by projz(u). Suppose the contrary. Due to Corollary 45, there must be a
shortest path through ny(u) (see Figure 10a). Consider the path from nz(u) parallel to the
axis through u and ny(u) to the first amoebot v on the shortest path. This amoebot must
exist since u is not visible by projy(u). We exchange the path from v to u through ny(u) with
the one through nz(u) without increasing the length of the shortest path (see Figure 10b).
This is a contradiction to the assumption. ◀

We compute the parent of each amoebot u ∈ B′ as follows. First, we have to compute B′.
For that, the amoebots establish a circuit for each y- and z-portal in P ∪ B (see Figure 11).
Each amoebot u ∈ P beeps on the circuit of portaly(u) and portalz(u). Each amoebot v ∈ B

that receives a beep on the circuit of portaly(v) (portalz(v)) is visible by projy(v) (projy(v)).
Hence, each amoebot in B that does not receive a beep is not in vis(P ) and with that not in
B′.

Now, each amoebot u ∈ B′ that received a beep on the circuit of portaly(u) (portalz(u))
but not on the circuit of portalz(u) (portaly(u)) chooses ny(u) (nz(u)) as its parent (see
Lemma 47). Then, we apply the PASC algorithm on the shortest path trees in A ∪ P to
compute dist(S, u) for each u ∈ P (see Figure 12). Concurrently, each u ∈ P forwards its
distance dist(S, u) on portaly(u) and portalz(u) to all amoebots v ∈ B′ that received a beep
on both circuits. This allows each v ∈ B′ that received a beep on both circuits to compare
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Figure 11 Circuits utilized by the propagation algorithm. The red amoebots indicate P . These
beep on the white partition sets. There is a beep on the- solid circuits while there is no beep on the
dotted circuits. Each blue amoebot receives two beeps. Each green amoebot receives a single beep.

dist(S, projz(u)) and dist(S, projy(u)). It chooses ny(u) as its parent if dist(S, projy(u)) ≤
dist(S, projz(u)) and nz(u) otherwise (see Lemma 46).

Consider the second phase, i.e., the propagation into B′′ = B \ vis(P ). B′′ might
consist of several connected components. We will propagate the shortest path forest into
each of those independently of each other. Let Z denote one of the connected components
(see Figure 13). Let ZB′ (B′

Z) be the set of all amoebots in Z (B′) that are adjacent to an
amoebot in B′ (Z). Let sZ be the northernmost amoebot in ZB′ .

▶ Lemma 48. For each s ∈ S and u ∈ Z, there is a shortest path from s to u through sZ .

▶ Lemma 49. The northermost amoebots in B′
Z are feasible parents of sZ .

Proof of Lemmas 48 and 49. Observe that B′
Z is either a subset of a y-portal in vis(P ), a

subset of a z-portal in vis(P ), or a subset of the union of a y- and z-portal in vis(P ) (see
Figure 13). If B′

Z is a subset of a single portal, then let bZ denote the northernmost amoebot
of B′

Z . If B′
Z is a subset of the union of two portals, then let bZ denote the intersection

between those portals. Note that in the latter case, bZ ̸∈ B′
Z .

For each u ∈ B′
Z , ∆u ̸⊆ X holds since otherwise, all its neighbors would be in P ∪ B′.

Hence, by Lemma 47, each amoebot u ∈ B′
Z chooses its northern neighbor in B′

Z ∪ {bZ} as
its parent. As a result, the subtree of bZ in the shortest path forest contains all amoebots in
B′

Z (see Figure 13). Since Lemma 47 does not depend on S, there must be a shortest path
from any v ∈ A ∪ P (and with that from any s ∈ S ⊆ A ∪ P ) to any w ∈ B′

Z through bZ .
Since each path from s to u must first traverse B′

Z and then ZB′ , there is a shortest
path from s to u through bZ . Let v be the first amoebot in ZB′ that the shortest path
traverses. Observe that we can exchange the path from bZ to v by the shortest path from bZ

to v through sZ without increasing the length of the shortest path (see Figure 14). Finally,
note that the shortest path from bZ to v through sZ can traverse any of the northernmost
amoebots in B′

Z . ◀

By Lemma 49, sZ can choose one of the northernmost amoebots in B′
Z as its parent.
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Figure 12 Distance computation by the propagation algorithm. The amoebots in A ∪ P apply
the PASC algorithm (green instances), and the amoebots in P forward the results to the amoebots
in B′ that have received two beeps (white instances).

Lemma 48 allows us to apply our shortest path tree algorithm on Z with sZ as the source to
compute a parent for each amoebot u ∈ Z \ {sZ}.

▶ Lemma 50. Let P be a portal that divides the amoebot structure into two sides A and B.
Let S ⊆ A ∪ P . Let a S-shortest path forest for A ∪ P be given. The propagation algorithm
computes an S-shortest path forest for the whole amoebot structure within O(log n) rounds.

Proof. The correctness of the first phase follows from Lemmas 46 and 47. The phase consists
of a single round to compute B′ and O(log n) rounds for the PASC algorithm. The correctness
of the second phase follows from Lemmas 48 and 49 and Theorem 39. By Theorem 39, the
phase requires O(log n) rounds. Overall, the algorithm requires O(log n) rounds. ◀

5.4 Divide and Conquer Approach
In this section, we describe divide and conquer approach. We start with an overview of our
shortest path forest algorithm. First, we split the amoebot structure at portals into smaller
regions until each region intersects at most two portals with a source. Then, we compute a
shortest path forest for each of these regions. Finally, we iteratively merge the regions. In
order to determine disjoint pairs of adjacent regions to merge, we make use of a centroid
decomposition tree. This also minimizes the number of necessary iterations.

In the subsequent subsections, we will elaborate on how to split the amoebot structure
into smaller regions, on how to compute a shortest path forest for these regions, and on how
to merge the shortest path forests of adjacent regions.

5.4.1 Dividing the Amoebot Structure
In this subsection, we consider the splitting of the amoebot structure into smaller regions.
Let Q = {P ∈ P | P ∩ S ̸= ∅} be the set of all portals that contain at least one source.
In order to compute Q, each portal establishes a circuit that connects all amoebots of the
portal. Then, each amoebot u ∈ S beeps on the circuit of portal(u). Each amoebot that
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Figure 13 Second phase of the propagation algorithm. The pink and purple edges indicate the
shortest path trees (after the first phase). The blue amoebots indicate B′′. For each connected
component Z of blue amoebots, the adjacent green amoebots indicate B′

Z , the blue amoebot with a
dot indicates sZ , and the green or gray amoebot with a dot indicates bZ .

s

bZ

sZ

u

v
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bZ
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u
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Figure 14 Shortest path through sZ . The labels refer to the marked amoebots.

receives a beep belongs to a portal with at least one source. Next, we apply the root and
prune primitive to compute AQ (see Lemma 34). Let Q′ = Q ∪ AQ.

▶ Lemma 51. Our shortest path forest algorithm computes set Q′ within O(log k) rounds.

Proof. The computation of Q only requires a single round. Observe that |Q| = O(k). The
correctness and runtime follows from Lemma 34. ◀

Each of these portals splits the amoebot structure into two regions, with the portal being
part of both regions (see Figures 15a and 15b). In general, the resulting regions may intersect
an arbitrary number of portals in Q′. We split the regions further until each region intersects
one or two portals in Q′ as follows.

In each region, each portal P1 ∈ Q′ marks amoebot cP1(P2) for each P2 ∈ VQ. Then, each
portal unmarks the westernmost marked amoebot. For that, each portal establishes a circuit
between its endpoints that it cuts at each marked amoebot. The westernmost amoebot sends
a beep which is received by the westernmost marked amoebot. Finally, we split each region
at each still marked amoebot into two regions, with the marked amoebot being part of both
regions (see Figure 15c).

▶ Lemma 52. Our shortest path forest algorithm decomposes the amoebot structure into
regions that intersect one or two portals in Q′ within O(1) rounds.

Proof. Note that each region intersects at least one portal in Q′ since whenever we split a
region at a portal in Q′ or at an amoebot of a portal in Q′, it becomes part of both regions.
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(a) Initial amoebot structure.

(b) Regions after splitting the amoebot structure at each portal in Q.

(c) Regions after splitting the regions at each marked amoebot.

Figure 15 Regions. The red amoebots indicate the portals in Q′. The encircled amoebots indicate
the marked amoebots. The amoebots with a dot were marked but then unmarked.
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Consider the portal graph with root R and without any subtrees with portals in Q. We
first split the amoebot structure at each portal in Q′. This is equivalent to replacing each
portal P ∈ Q′ with two portals PN and PS where we assign all incident edges of P to the
north to PN , and all incident edges of P to the south to PS . We will consider both PN and
PS to be in Q′.

Then, we split each region at the marked amoebots. This is equivalent to replacing each
portal P ∈ Q′ with degQ(P ) subportals where we assign each incident edge of P to one of
the subportals. Again, we will consider each of the degQ(P ) subportals to be in Q′. In the
resulting portal graph, each (sub)portal P ∈ Q′ has degQ(P ) = 1.

Further, we claim that each connected component has at most two (sub)portals in Q′.
Suppose the contrary, i.e., there is a connected component with more than two (sub)portals
in Q′. Since each (sub)portal P ∈ Q′ has degQ(P ) = 1, it must be a leaf of the connected
component. Since by the assumption, there are at least 3 leaves, there must be a portal P

with degQ(P ) ≥ 3. This is a contradiction since P ∈ Q′ and P is not a leaf. The correctness
of the lemma follows from the claim since the connected components are the portal graphs
of the regions.

Finally, note that we have already performed the root and prune primitive. Hence, we
have all necessary information to decompose the amoebot structure. We only need a single
round to unmark the westernmost marked amoebot of each portal. ◀

5.4.2 Base Case
In this subsection, we explain how to compute a shortest path forest for our base case, i.e.,
regions whose boundary intersects one or two portals in Q′. Our goal is to compute an
(S ∩ Y )-shortest path forest for each region Y .

In a preprocessing step, we determine for each region whether it intersects one or two
portals in Q′. First, we apply the election primitive to elect a portal R′ ∈ Q′ (see Lemma 35).
Then, we apply the root and prune primitive to root the portal tree at R′ (and prune any
subtree without a portal in Q′) (see Lemma 33). Let portal(Y ) = {P ∈ VP | P ∩ Y ≠ ∅}
denote the set of all portals that intersect region Y . Let Q′

Y = Q′ ∩ portal(Y ) denote the set
of all portals in Q′ that intersect Y .

▶ Lemma 53. For each region Y , the lowest common ancestor of portal(Y ) with respect to
R′ is in Q′

Y .

Proof. The statement holds trivially if R′ ∈ Q′
Y . Otherwise, R′ ̸∈ portal(Y ) holds. By

definition of the regions, the portals in portal(Y ) can only be reached from R′ through one
of the portals in Q′

F which must be the lowest common ancestor of portal(Y ). ◀

A portal in Q′
Y identifies as the lowest common ancestor if it is R′ or its parent is not in

portal(Y ). Let P LCA
Y ∈ Q′

Y denote that lowest common ancestor portal of portal(Y ). Let
P DSC

Y ∈ Q′
Y denote the other portal (descendant) if it exists. Each region Y establishes

a circuit that connects all amoebots of the region. If P DSC
Y exists, it beeps on the circuit.

Clearly, the region intersects two portals in Q′ if there is a beep, and only one portal in Q′

otherwise.
Now, we compute the shortest path forests for each region Y as follows. If Y intersects

only one portal P LCA
Y ∈ Q′, we proceed as follows. First, we apply the line algorithm on

P LCA
Y ∩ Y to compute an (S ∩ P LCA

Y )-shortest path forest for P LCA
Y . Then, we apply the

propagation algorithm to compute an (S ∩ P LCA
Y )-shortest path forest for Y . Note that

S ∩ P LCA
Y = S ∩ Y .
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0 0 0 0 0 01 1 1 1

Figure 16 Pairing of regions. The red amoebots indicate M .

If Y intersects two portals P LCA
Y , P DSC

Y ∈ Q′, we proceed as follows. First, we apply the
previous procedure on P LCA

Y to obtain an (S ∩ P LCA
Y )-shortest path forest for Y . Then, we

repeat the previous procedure on P DSC
Y to obtain an S ∩ P DSC

Y -shortest path forest for Y .
Finally, we apply the merging algorithm to compute an (S ∩ (P LCA

Y ∪ P DSC
Y ))-shortest path

forest for Y . Note that S ∩ (P LCA
Y ∪ P DSC

Y ) = S ∩ Y .

▶ Lemma 54. Our shortest path forest algorithm computes an (S ∩ Y )-shortest path forest
for each Y within O(log n) rounds.

Proof. The correctness of the preprocessing step follows from Lemmas 33, 35, and 53. The
correctness of the remaining procedure follows from Lemmas 40, 42, and 50. By Lemmas 33
and 35, the preprocessing step requires O(log k) rounds. By Lemmas 40, 42, and 50, the
remaining procedure requires O(log n) rounds. Altogether, O(log n) rounds are necessary. ◀

5.4.3 Merging Step
In this subsection, we explain the merging step of our shortest path forest algorithm. Let P

be a portal. Let YP denote the set of all regions that intersect P . Let Y ′ =
⋃

Y ∈YP
Y . We

merge the (S ∪ Y )-shortest path forest of each Y ∈ YP into an (S ∪ Y ′)-shortest path forest
for Y ′ in two phases as follows.

In the first phase, we iteratively merge all regions on both sides of P , respectively, as
follows. Consider the regions on one side. Recall that by construction, these regions are
separated by marked amoebots in P . Initially, let M denote the set of all marked amoebots.
We will remove amoebots from M after each iteration. Each iteration consists of three steps.

In the first step, we check the termination condition, i.e., whether we have already merged
all regions, as follows. For that, we have to check whether there are any marked amoebots
left. First, the amoebots establish a circuit that connects all amoebots in P . Then, each
marked amoebot beeps. Clearly, we terminate the first phase if there is no beep. Otherwise,
we proceed to the next step.

In the second step, we divide the regions into pairs as follows. We apply a single iteration
of the PASC algorithm on P with M (see Figure 16). Each amoebot in M obtains the parity
of its prefix sum. Let M ′ denote the amoebots that have an odd parity. For each amoebot
in M ′, we pair the regions that are separated by it.

In the third step, we merge each pair as follows. Consider an amoebot s ∈ M ′. Let
YW and YE denote the region to the west and east of s, respectively. Observe that each
shortest path from S ∩ YW to YE and each shortest path from S ∩ YE to YW has to traverse
s. Similarly to the second phase of the propagation algorithm, this allows us to apply our
shortest path tree algorithm with s as the source to propagate the shortest path forest of
both regions into the other region, respectively. Then, we apply the merging algorithm to
compute an (S ∩ Y ′′)-shortest path forest for Y ′′ = YW ∪ YE . Finally, we remove M ′ from
M and proceed with the next iteration.

After the first phase has terminated, we are left with one region to the north and south
of P , respectively. Let YN and YS denote these regions. In the second phase, we merge both
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regions as follows. First, we apply the propagation algorithm to compute an (S ∩YN )-shortest
path forest for Y ′′′ = YN ∪ YS . Then, we apply the propagation algorithm again to compute
an (S ∩ YS)-shortest path forest for Y ′′′. Finally, we apply the merging algorithm to compute
an (S ∩ Y ′′′)-shortest path forest for Y ′′′.

▶ Lemma 55. Let P be a portal. Let YP denote the set of all regions that intersect P . Let
Y ′ =

⋃
Y ∈YP

Y . Our shortest path forest algorithm merges the (S ∪ Y )-shortest path forest
of each Y ∈ YP into an (S ∪ Y ′)-shortest path forest within O(log n log k) rounds.

Proof. The correctness follows from Theorem 39, Lemmas 42 and 50. Note that |YP | = O(k)
since Q′ = O(k). Since each iteration of the first phase halves the number of regions, we
need O(log k) iterations. The first and second step of each iteration only require a constant
number of rounds. By Theorem 39 and Lemma 42, the third step of each iteration requires
O(log n) rounds. Hence, the first phase requires O(log n log k). By Lemmas 42 and 50, the
second phase requires O(log n) rounds. ◀

5.4.4 Putting everything together
We are now (almost) able to put our shortest path forest algorithm together. First, we
compute a set Q′ of portals (see Lemma 51). Then, we decompose the amoebot structure
along the portals in Q′ into smaller regions (see Lemma 52), and compute a shortest path
forest for each of these regions (see Lemma 54). Finally, we iteratively merge the regions
along subsets of Q′ (see Lemma 55).

So, it only remains to define and compute the subsets for each iteration. The only
requirement for the subsets is that each region intersects at most one portal of the subset.
Otherwise, we would have to merge a region along two portals at once.

In order to minimize the number of iterations, we utilize a Q′-centroid decomposition tree.
Note that by definition, the Q′-centroids of the same depth are separated by the Q′-centroids
of the previous depth. This satisfies our requirement.

Unfortunately, since we have to merge the regions from the leaves of the Q′-centroid
decomposition tree to its root, and since we are not able to store the depths of the Q′-
centroids, we have to recompute the Q′-centroid decomposition tree for each iteration (see
Lemma 37). Note that we always compute the same Q′-centroid decomposition tree since
our decomposition primitive is deterministic. In order to identify the correct Q′-centroids for
the current iteration, we utilize the binary counter technique by Padalkin et al. [26]. We
refer to [26] for more details.

▶ Theorem 56. The shortest path forest algorithm computes an S-shortest path forest within
O(log n log2 k) rounds.

Proof. The correctness follows from Lemmas 37, 51, 52, 54, and 55. By Lemma 51, computing
Q′ requires O(log k) rounds. By Lemma 52, decomposing the amoebot structure into smaller
regions requires O(1) rounds. By Lemma 54, computing a shortest path forest for each
of these regions requires O(log n) rounds. Each iteration of the merging phase consists
of computing a set of portals and of merging regions along these portals. By Lemma 37,
the former requires O(log2 k) rounds, and by Lemma 55, the latter O(log n log k) rounds.
By Lemma 30, we need O(log k) iteration. Overall, the shortest path algorithm requires
O(log n log2 k) rounds. ◀

So far, the shortest path forest algorithm has ignored the set D of destinations. In order
to obtain an (S, D)-shortest path forest, it applies the root and prune primitive on each
shortest path tree Ts with s and D as parameters (compare to Section 4).
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▶ Corollary 57. The shortest path forest algorithm computes an (S, D)-shortest path forest
within O(log n log2 k) rounds.

6 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we have shown how to construct shortest path forests in polylogarithmic time.
However, we are not aware of any non-trivial lower bounds and leave their investigation for
future work. Furthermore, the presented algorithms do not work on amoebot structures
with holes since Lemmas 9 and 11 do not hold anymore. Hence, it would be interesting to
consider shortest path problems in general amoebot structures.
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